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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR LI 14 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this appUcation is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1,114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.1 14. Applicant's submission filed on 10/31/2005 has been entered. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 20-21 are objected to because of the following informalities: "is" should be 
replaced by "are". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. Clainfis 1-1 1 and 13-16, 18, and 20-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent Number 6,006,265 to Rangan et al. in view of U.S. Patent Number 
6,061,738 to Osaku in further view of the book "How the Internet Works" by Gralla. 

4. As to claim 1, Rangan teaches a method for obtaining streaming content from a 
processing device network, comprising: requesting an interface program from a first processing 
device in the processing device network (col. 18, lines 34-50); downloading the interface 
program to a second processing device in the processing device network (col. 18, lines 34-50); 
displaying a user interface on a display of the second processing device (col. 18, hnes 34-50); 
requesting by the interface program a streaming media file from a third processing device on the 
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processing device network (col. 18, lines 34-50); downloading the streaming media file to the 
second processing device, wherein the streaming media file includes an embedded code (col 18, 
lines 34-50); detecting an embedded code that includes information that represents an address to 
a remote URL (col. 20, hues 34-57); spawning a the remote URL interface process that retrieves 
objects from a data store by the interface program in response to the information that represents 
an address (col. 20, lines 34-57); parsing the embedded code into a plurality of code segments by 
the process; querying a memory location in the data store responsive to a code segment in the 
pluraUty of code segments (col 20, lines 34-57); and responding to rules in the memory location 
(col. 20, Unes 34-57); however Rangan does not explicitly teach that the URL is a CGI program. 

Osaku teaches a CGI program for displaying database information based on parameter 
values passed to the program via the URL, including a process identification, a variable and a 
target destination (Figures 12 and 13, for example). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the Computer Networking art at the 
time of the invention to combine the teachings of Rangan regarding the embedding of URL's in 
streaming media with the teachings of Osaku regarding a CGI program for retrieving specific 
information from a data store because as shown by Gralla, CGI programs provide an interface to 
a data store so that a separate URL does not have to be created for each piece of data stored. 

5. As to claim 2, Rangan teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the rules include updating 
the displayed user interface with a high resolution image stored in the data store and providing 
video responsive to the streaming media file (Figure 6). 

6. As to claim 3, Rangan teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the first processing device 
and the second processing device are different process devices (col. 20, Unes 34-57). 
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7. As to claim 4, Rangan teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the second processing 
device is a personal computer having a web browser (col. 20, hnes 34-57). 

8. As to claim 5, Rangan teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the second processing 
device is a box coupled to a television (A computer is a box that can be coupled to a television). 

9. As to claims 6 and 7, Rangan does not explicitly teach the streaming media files being 
the .asf and .rm formats; however Official notice is taken that such formats were well known for 
streaming media at the time of the apphcant's invention. 

10. As to claim 9, Rangan teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the third processing device 
is a media server (col. 18, lines 34-50). 

11. As to claim 10, Rangan teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the downloading step 
includes buffering a portion of the streaming media file (col. 18, lines 34-50). 

12. As to claim 14, Rangan teaches the method of claim 1, wherein the responding step 
includes updating the user interface display (col. 18, lines 34-50). 

13. As to claims 15-16, 20-22, 24, and 26, they are rejected for the same reasons as claims 1- 
11 and 13-14. 

Response to Arguments 

14. Applicant's arguments filed 10/3 1/2005 have been fiiUy considered but they are not 
persuasive. Ranagan teaches a method for streaming video data with the data having references 
to URL's that reference particular information fi*om a data store. Such information is 
synchronous with the video data. Osaku teaches the use a CGI program to access a data store. 
CGI programs inherent include a process ID, variable and target destination as shown by Figures 
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12 and 13 of Osaku. It would have been obvious to replace the flat file URL's in Ranagan with a 
CGI program for accessing data because of the efficiency issues shown by Gralla. 



15. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Douglas B. Blair whose telephone number is 571-272-3893. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 8:30am-5pm Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell can be reached on 571-272-3868. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 872-9306 for regular 
communications and (703) 872-9306 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-305-3800. \ 



Conclusion 



Douglas Blair 





